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REF/DIF-S REFraction/ DIFfraction model 
REMOTSTM System Remote Ecological Monitoring of the Seafloor 
RMS Root-Mean-Square 
SAB South Atlantic Bight 
SAFMC South Atlantic Fishery Management Council 
SCEMAD Strategic Cumulative Effects of Marine Aggregates Dredging 
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List of Abbreviations (Continued) 
 
SEAMAP-SA Southeast Area Monitoring and Assessment Program-South Atlantic 
STWAVE STeady-state spectral WAVE model 
SWAN Simulation of WAves Nearshore 
TN DOER Dredging Operations and Environmental Research Technical Notes 
USACE U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
U.S.C. United States Code 
USC&GS U.S. Coast and Geodetic Survey 
USDOI U.S. Department of the Interior 
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
UTM Universal Transverse Mercator 
WES Waterways Experiment Station 
WIS Wave Information Study 




